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Dear 1'ary, 



Intellectually, few tuings Dave fascinated me as much as reading 
Bonner. Tnat I’ve reed as mueu as I uave (I’m at 164, which is most of tne text), 
is not entirely due to the great curiosity. If you are e country girl you'll 
undertend toat I overuse some little-used musles on working up about e third of a 
cord of hardwood yesterday, with, e machete and a pruning saw, carrying some of it 
uphil to rick by tae aouse. I acne more at 5 a.rn. than I did at 6 p.ra. ^chine, I 
just sat end read. And wondered. 

Of course, this could be a lady of the loosest literary morels, which 
could explain much of it. In her error she is, 1 believe, unrivalled. But is it 
all Just plain error? Somebody wes giving her this stuff. I’ve mentioned dill, 
Alexander, henaWe. Seems like Fritz, too. (She calls him one of the ell-time great!) 
She knows little about the established fact. She apr.ears not to have read or paid 
attention to if she did road, any of the more solid critical works. Nor the Report 
itself. Thus tne problem in mind in whether those with fuilty interest got he r to 
make tnese ’’mi stakes” , serving their interests, or whether it was his own untained 
ignorance, her ego, he police-buff attitudes, her ambition for her business or 
other personal interests, etc. Few writers are as he dless of fact. In her case, 
she is absolutely without concern for it or her reputation. Some of it iB s® 
glaring one need not know tne fact. Example: she gives a list of names of those who 
signed the homicide report, then says Cunningham and McDonald signed it as the 
’’investigating officers”, whereas ner own cover shows they did as ” arrest inr 
officers” an d tne other names are not one it and then, repeating it on wnet would 
be p. 213 if tuey were numbered, she c^lls the same tain# the death certificate, 
which it, most essuredly, is not. 

You told me you tried to g-t her to correct error. Knowing her attitude 
when you pointed out such error might help my understanding. 

And howm orovoentive some of it is. Oswald had ”no scars” (131). She 
says he gave Fritz his Beckley address at the first inverrogetion (124), whereas 
he did not. ™het she says of Hosty’s knowledged gained from reading and unidenti- 
f led N.O. FBI report, apparently Quigley’s, after the S/9/63 arrest, is not a 
reflection ofnthe "official” version of this report. In other words, it says more 
than is warranted by wnat tae Commission got. With this business of the homicide 
report 8nd her big thing about the arrest and Hill’exx part in it (to say nothing 
of Alexander’s presence), or Carroll's, why does she not include their names as 
arresting officers? One of the more intriguing things, something I've been trying 
to keep an eye peeled for, sue mentioned (153), in saying Day was checking to sea if 
the rifle had been fired recently, having check, silence. VhJLch persuades what 
the answer was. Than tnere is (151 ff) that mysterious Jim Ailed# no longer of any 
of.icial connection, in on ell those top-level deliberations, or the the-hell-with- 
your-rights attitude of the arresting police (Hill) because you are a cop-killer. 

And Alexander's snarling to Wade that he hsd accomplished hia purposes in leaking 
e story tnat Oswald wes a Communist and part of a Communist conspiracy, so .ie could 
retract it if he wanted. Any one of these could be of real significance, with proper 
knowledge of Bonner, her motives, connections, etc. And how much it might** aey 
of those who put her up to this or persuaded her to ell thus stuff. 

Cen it be she is so stupid sae actually remoras tae dim mediocrities as 
great, the John Rutledges as the professionals and tne wise, like his believing ..ast 
nobody else did, the press conference was ”for a d8mn prisoner” ( 171) . Is she so 
locked to Dellaa she can call it e "typical city”, tuat she really beli9ves there is 



any kind of nigiit life 1 ? I've n ad tne experience of being '.vita h Tien wno had a 
sudden asthme ottack about midnignte Neither a h^tel clerk (several), nor 
cab drivers nor even those diughty police could d rect us to an onen drugstore. 

It closes up like no city I have ever seen. 

Can it be only accident or ignorance that impels her to sey of what 

Oswald said at this press conference that M his answers could no be heard”, or 

** it simply that they ere so op ocito her representation of the '’fairness” 
she exults in just ahead of this? They v/ere heard, recorded and reported. Or is it 
simply another in the unended, contrived defenses of the police? 

I am capitvated by her failure to mention Aynesworth once to this point, 

A 3 I am by her foilure to describe the ersAAgnment for the Pres id nt’s murder. In- 
stead sue has Rutledge reporting it ?/as to be. 

The first peregrsfii on 174 is one of her high points. In it the bullets 
from Tippit (earlier reduced by 25$ in number) ’’matched” the pistil, which is opposite 
whet the FBI leb reported, thet the '’hulls” from 10 and Patton '‘matched” with the 
recovered bullets, which they also did not, end she has the most char ming argu- 
ment in her footnote-effort to alter tkte meaning of the paraffin tests: .incon- 
clusive because he could have shielde the cheek while firing”. His his third and 
fourth hands, no doubt. 



Later. I’ve (ugh) finished it save for tne one place there might 

h L?°Z 0 ?? la? ’ the loss * but lf there TOre > bow wwld * e taow it were so? After 
THIS? Vfoen all tee promised new stuff is so old or inconsequential? no.vever.xti. 
ttiere ere other interesting things. The portrait of Alexander is still black and 
white, vvltii ti^i account of nia dismissal for saying Warren snould not be lm- 
peached-he should be uanged. At two points twoerd tne end, without cita- 
tion or evidence of any kind, she says there was proof the rifle had been fired 
that day. if taere were such proof, 1 suspect we'd have heerd much of it. (191.194) 
rue case" against Tippit is probe oly wney, if she knew better, sna kefct 
referring to the tares recovered bullets. This says there were three) Puby'a 
close friend in jail sounded like it might be interesting, but I fngtot to note 
the page. Tae case against LaC for tne assassination is where the above-ttxte 
mentioned officers are listed, not the homicide report. 



When I told this lady she is one of e kind, was I aver rights 8en the^e 
be enotner like her? 



Sincerely, 



